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supervisor of athletics at one N. E. College was re- 
cently explaining the situation of his college in basket- 
ball. He said: "I tell our 'Varsity Five that I like to 
see them play, but that my real interest is in the second 
team, which doesn't know how." That man was an 
educator, and not a hired winner of games. 

College sports must be maintained chiefly for those 
who do not know how to play, and therefore do not know 
how to live. 

Prom this point of view the minor sports may be of 
major importance. He must subject them all to the 
one great test : Do they teach men how to live, and how 
to live together in the service of the nation ? , Boxing — 
does it teach self-control to those who participate and 
those who look on, or does it diminish such control? 
Golf — does it cultivate isolation or co-operation? Ten- 
nis — is it merely a brilliant spectable for a summer's 
day or a training in civic virtues ? Water polo — is it a 
species of submarine warfare or a real development in 
honorable co-operative endeavor? It would indeed be 
a happy result of the war if some sports now called 
minor could come to the front because of their educa- 
tional value, and some sports called major, because of 
their gate receipts, could be sent to the side lines until 
they bring forth fruits meet for repentance. 

We want all business and all sport, all work and all 
play, relieved of superfluity and extravagance, stripped 
for action in the nation's service, and co-ordinated with 
the laboratory and the library and the class-room in the 
endless task of creating men fit to be citizens of America. 



OUR REPLY TO GERMANY AND AUSTRIA 

President Wilson's Address to the Congress, 
February 11, 1918. 

THE AUSTRO-GERMAN TERMS. 

On the eighth of January I had the honor of address- 
ing you on the objects of the war as our people con- 
ceive them. The Prime Minister of Great Britain had 
spoken in similar terms on the fifth of January. To 
these addresses the German Chancellor replied on the 
twenty-fourth and Count Czernin, for Austria, on the 
same day. It is gratifying to have our desire so 
promptly realized that all exchanges of view on this 
great matter should be made in the hearing of all the 
world. 

Count Czernin's reply, which is directed chiefly to my 
own address of the eighth of January, is uttered in a 
very friendly tone. He finds in my statement a suffi- 
ciently encouraging approach to the views of his own 
government to justify him in believing that it furnishes 
a basis for a more detailed discussion of purposes by the 
two governments. He is represented to have intimated 
that the views he was expressing had been communicated 
to me beforehand and that I was aware of them at the 
time he was uttering them ; but in this I am sure he was 
misunderstood. I had received no intimation of what 
he intended to say. There was, of course, no reason why 
he should communicate privately with me. I am quite 
content to be one of his public audience. 

Count von Hertling's reply is, I must say, very vague 
and very confusing. It is full of equivocal phrases and 



leads it is not clear where. But it is certainly in a very 
different tone from that of Count Czernin, and appar- 
ently of an opposite purpose. It confirms, I am sorry 
to say, rather than removes, the unfortunate impression 
made by what we had learned of the conferences at Brest- 
Litovsk. His discussion and acceptance of our general 
principles lead him to no practical conclusions. He re- 
fuses to apply them to the substantive items which must 
constitute the body of any final settlement. He is jealous 
of international action and of international counsel. He 
accepts, he says, the principle of public diplomacy, but 
he appears to insist that it be confined, at any rate in 
this case, to generalities and that the several particular 
questions of territory and sovereignty, the several ques- 
tions upon whose settlement must depend the acceptance 
of peace by the twenty-three States now engaged in the 
war, must be discussed and settled, not in general coun- 
sel, but severally by the nations most immediately con- 
cerned by interest or neighborhood. He agrees that the 
seas should be free, but looks askance at any limitation 
to that freedom by international action in the interest of 
the common order. He would without reserve be glad 
to see economic barriers removed between nation and na- 
tion, for that could in no way impede the ambitions of 
the military party with whom he seems constrained to 
keep on terms. Neither does he raise objection to a 
limitation of armaments. That matter will be settled 
of itself, he thinks, by the economic conditions which 
must follow the war. But the German colonies, he de- 
mands, must be returned without debate. He will dis- 
cuss with no one but the representatives of Russia what 
disposition shall be made of the peoples and the lands 
of the Baltic provinces ; with no one but the government 
of Prance the "conditions" under which French terri- 
tory shall be evacuated; and only with Austria what 
shall be done with Poland. In the determination of all 
questions affecting the Balkan States he defers, as I 
understand him, to Austria and Turkey; and with re- 
gard to the agreements to be entered into concerning 
the non-Turkish peoples of the present Ottoman Empire, 
to the Turkish authorities themselves. After a settle- 
ment all around, effected in this fashion, by individual 
barter and concession, he would have no objection, if I 
correctly interpret his statement, to a league of nations 
which would undertake to hold the new balance of power 
steady against external disturbance. 

We Demand "A New International Order." 

It must be evident to every one who understands what 
this war has wrought in the opinion and temper of the 
world that no general peace, no peace worth the infinite 
sacrifices of these years of tragical suffering, can possibly 
be arrived at in any such fashion. The method the Ger- 
man Chancellor proposes is the method of the Congress 
of Vienna. We cannot and will not return to that. 
What is at stake now is the peace of the world. What 
we are striving for is a new international order based 
upon broad and universal principles of right and jus- 
tice — no mere peace of shreds and patches. Is it pos- 
sible that Count von Hertling does not see that, does not 
grasp it, is in fact living in his thought in a world dead 
and gone? Has he utterly forgotten the Reichstag 
resolutions of the nineteenth of July, or does he delib- 
erately ignore them ? They spoke of the conditions of a 
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general peace, not of national aggrandizement or of ar- 
rangements between State and State. The peace of the 
world depends upon the just settlement of each of the 
several problems to which I adverted in my recent ad- 
dress to the Congress. I, of course, do not mean that 
the peace of the world depends upon the acceptance of 
any particular set of suggestions as to the way in which 
those problems are to be dealt with. I mean only that 
those problems each and all affect the whole world ; that 
unless they are dealt with in a spirit of unselfish and 
unbiased justice, with a view to the wishes, the natural 
connections, the racial aspirations, the security, and the 
peace of mind of the peoples involved, no permanent 
peace will have been attained. They cannot be dis- 
cussed separately or in corners. None of them consti- 
tutes a private or separate interest from which the opin- 
ion of the world may be shut out. Whatever affects the 
peace affects mankind, and nothing settled by military 
force, if settled wrong, is settled at all. It will presently 
have to be reopened. 

The Judgment of the "Court op Mankind." 

Is Count von Hertling not aware that he is speaking 
in the court of mankind, that all the awakened nations 
of the world now sit in judgment on what every public 
man, of whatever nation, may say on the issues of a con- 
flict which has spread to every region of the world ? The 
Eeichstag resolutions of July themselves frankly ac- 
cepted the decisions of that court. There shall be no 
annexations, no contributions, no punitive damages. 
Peoples are not to be handed about from one sovereignty 
to another by an international conference or an under- 
standing between rivals and antagonists. National aspi- 
rations must be respected; peoples may now be domi- 
nated and governed only by their own consent. "Self- 
determination" is not a mere phrase. It is an impera- 
tive principle of action, which statesmen will henceforth 
ignore at their peril. We cannot have general peace for 
the asking, or by the mere arrangements of a peace con- 
ference. It cannot be pieced together out of individual 
understandings between powerful States. All the par- 
ties to this war must join in the settlement of every 
issue anywhere involved in it, because what we are seek- 
ing is a peace that we can all unite to guarantee and 
maintain, and every item of it must be submitted to the 
common judgment whether it be right and fair, an act 
of justice, rather than a bargain between sovereigns. 

The United States has no desire to interfere in Euro- 
pean affairs or to act as arbiter in European territorial 
disputes. She would disdain to take advantage of any 
internal weakness or disorder to impose her own will 
upon another people. She is quite ready to be shown 
that the settlements she has suggested are not the best 
or the most enduring. They are only her own pro- 
visional sketch of principles and of the way in which 
they should be applied. But she entered this war be- 
cause she was made a partner, whether she would or 
not, in the sufferings and indignities inflicted by the 
military masters of Germany, against the peace and 
security of mankind; and the conditions of peace will 
touch her as nearly as they will touch any other nation 
to which is entrusted a leading part in the maintenance 
of civilization. She cannot see her way to peace until 



the causes of this war are removed, its renewal rendered 
as nearly as may be impossible. 

Justice Foe All Peoples. 

This war had its roots in the disregard of the rights of 
small nations and of nationalities which lacked the 
union and the force to make good their claim to deter- 
mine their own allegiances and their own forms of po- 
litical life. Covenants must now be entered into which 
will render such things impossible for the future; and 
those covenants must be backed by the united force of 
all the nations that love justice and are willing to main- 
tain it at any cost. If territorial settlements and the 
political relations of great populations which have not 
the organized power to resist are to be determined by 
the contracts of the powerful governments which con- 
sider themselves most directly affected, as Count von 
Hertling proposes, why may not economic questions 
also? It has come about in the altered world in which 
we now find ourselves that justice and the rights of 
peoples affect the whole field of international dealing as 
much as access to raw materials and fair and equal con- 
ditions of trade. Count von Hertling wants the essen- 
tial bases of commercial and industrial life to be safe- 
guarded by common agreement and guarantee, but he 
cannot expect that to be conceded him if the other mat- 
ters to be determined by the articles of peace are not 
handled in the same way as items in the final account- 
ing. He cannot ask the benefit of common agreement 
in the one field without according it in the other. I 
take it for granted that he sees that separate and selfish 
compacts with regard to trade and the essential mate- 
rials of manufacture would afford no foundation for 
peace. Neither, he may rest assured, will separate and 
selfish compacts with regard to provinces and peoples. 

Count Czernin's Clear-sightedness. 

Count Czernin seems to see the fundamental elements 
of peace with clear eyes, and does not seek to obscure 
them. He sees that an independent Poland, made up 
of all the indisputably Polish peoples who lie contig- 
uous to one another, is a matter of European concern, 
and must, of course, be conceded; that Belgium must 
be evacuated and restored, no matter what sacrifices and 
concessions that may involve; and that national aspira- 
tions must be satisfied, even within his own empire, in 
the common interest of Europe and mankind. If he is 
silent about questions which touch the interest and pur- 
pose of his allies more nearly than they touch those of 
Austria only, it must of course be because he feels con- 
strained, I suppose, to defer to Germany and Turkey in 
the circumstances. Seeing and conceding, as he does, 
the essential principles involved and the necessity of 
candidly applying them, he naturally feels that Austria 
can respond to the purpose of peace as expressed by the 
United States with less embarrassment than could Ger- 
many. He would probably have gone much farther had 
it not been for the embarrassments of Austria's alliances 
and of her dependence upon Germany. 

The Principles oe a Fair Settlement. 

After all, the test of whether it is possible for either 
government to go any further in this comparison of 
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views is simple and obvious. The principles to be ap- 
plied are these : 

First, that each part of the final settlement must be 
based upon the essential justice of that particular case 
and upon such adjustments as are most likely to bring 
a peace that will be permanent; 

Second, that peoples and provinces are not to be bar- 
tered about from sovereignty to sovereignty as if they 
were mere chattels and pawns in a game, even the great 
game, now forever discredited, of the balance of power ; 
but that 

Third, every territorial settlement involved in this 
war must be made in the interest and for the benefit of 
the populations concerned, and not as a part of any mere 
adjustment or compromise of claims amongst rival 
States; and 

Fourth, that all well-defined national aspirations shall 
be accorded the utmost satisfaction that can be accorded 
them without introducing new or perpetuating old ele- 
ments of discord and antagonism that would be likely 
in time to break the peace of Europe and consequently 
of the world. 

A general peace erected upon such foundations can be 
discussed. Until such a peace can be secured we have 
no choice but to go on. So far as we can judge, these 
principles that we regard as fundamental are already 
everywhere accepted as imperative except among the 
spokesmen of the military and annexationist party in 
Germany. If they have anywhere else been rejected, 
the objectors have not been sufficiently numerous or in- 
fluential to make their voices audible. The tragical 
circumstance is that this one party in Germany is ap- 
parently willing and able to send millions of men to 
their death to prevent what all the world now sees to be 
just. 

America Will Not Tukn Back. 

I would not be a true spokesman of the people of the 
United States if I did not say once more that we entered 
this war upon no small occasion, and that we can 
never turn back from a course chosen upon principle. 
Our resources are in part mobilized now, and we shall 
not pause until they are mobilized in their entirety. 
Our armies are rapidly going to the fighting front, and 
will go more and more rapidly. Our whole strength 
will be put into this war of emancipation — emancipa- 
tion from the threat and attempted mastery of selfish 
groups of autocratic rulers— whatever the difficulties and 
present partial delays. We are indomitable in our power 
of independent action and can in no circumstances con- 
sent to live in a world governed by intrigue and force. 
We believe that our own desire for a new international 
order under which reason and justice and the common 
interests of mankind shall prevail is the desire of en- 
lightened men everywhere. Without that new order the 
world will be without peace and human life will lack 
tolerable conditions of existence and development. Hav- 
ing set our hand to the task of achieving it, we shall not 
turn back. 

I hope that it is not necessary for me to add that no 
word of what I have said is intended as a threat. That 
is not the temper of our people. I have spoken thus 
only that the whole world may know the true spirit of 
America — that men everywhere may know that our pas- 



sion for justice and for self-government is no mere pas- 
sion of words, but a passion which, once set in action, 
must be satisfied. The power of the United States is a 
menace to no nation or people. It will never be used in 
aggression or for the aggrandizement of any selfish in- 
terest of our own. It springs out of freedom and is for 
the service of freedom. 



ECONOMIC CONDITIONS OF PERMA- 
NENT PEACE 

By LUCIA AMES MEAD 

Viscount Haldane has just amazed England with 
a plan for contralized heating and distribution 
of electric motor power that will transform industries 
and save half a billion dollars' worth of coal. Another 
man, Mr. Poole, in The New Republic for January 19, 
has demonstrated the importance of an even greater dis- 
covery to save a greater waste. Viscount Haldane's 
proposition is practicable and of enormous value. 
Whether Mr. Poole's ideas will have rich fruition de- 
pends upon whether the chambers of commerce and 
business men of the country will have the sagacity to see 
the rare value of these ideas and spread them broadcast 
and act upon them. 

Mr. Poole shows that the terms of a real peace that 
will endure are already fixed by economic and political 
factors which cannot be obliterated by either military 
success or failure. The war might not have occurred 
had it been perceived that economic boundaries had 
transcended political boundaries, and that the latter 
could not be stretched to coincide with the former. 
Politicians in southeastern Europe failed to see how a 
natural economic unity could exist except as it coincided 
with an artificial political unity backed up by arms. 

National councils became arbiters of essentially in- 
ternational economic affairs, and they encouraged eco- 
nomic war, failing to see that apparent economic gains 
over a neighbor reacted presently on themselves; that 
trade is not robbery, and must be mutually advan- 
tageous. 

We all know the immediate occasion of the war; but 
the deep-lying cause is one in which all nations share. 
Only a new attitude regarding trade and economics can 
permit any military victory to be followed by permanent 
peace. It goes without saying that a political democ- 
racy must be achieved. As Kant taught all the world 
but his own people, the world can never have peace until 
it is organized, and it can never be safely organized 
until it has representative government. "If the terms 
of peace remedy national aggression," says Mr. Poole, 
"but ignore the necessities for economic growth, they 
will empty out the baby with the bath." 

Two things are imperative: The world's economic 
units must not be identified with its political units, and 
there must be formed an international commission on 
economic relations. Constantinople, e. g. t is econom- 
ically international, and must be internationally gov- 
erned. Economic peace does not involve the abolition 
of tariffs, but it requires the abolition of special privi- 
lege, and stands for the open door in all colonies, pro- 
tectorates, and spheres of influence. Tt is a sine qua non 
for political peace. 



